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ABSTRACT 
Feminist approaches to linguistics (Spender, 1980) highlight the importance to revise 
language as part of women’s pursuit of equality. Embracing Linguistic Relativity’s ideas 
and taking Critical Discourse Analysis (Fairclough, 1989, 1995) as the theoretical 
framework, this dissertation will try to reveal the means by which two British newspapers 
of opposite ideologies, The Guardian and The Daily Mail, portray sexual violence cases  
by  unarguably powerful white men such as Donald Trump and Harvey Weinstein. This 
dissertation will carry out a qualitative analysis particularly focusing on evaluative 
aspects (Hunston & Thompson, 2011), among others. By comparing both approaches to 
the same events, this dissertation shows that the resulting account portrays the male 
aggressors, female accusers and the events themselves differently, thus contributing to 
the target-readership’s ideological reinforcement.  
RESUMEN 
Los planteamientos lingüísticos feministas (Spender, 1980) destacan la importancia de la 
revisión del lenguaje como parte de la lucha por la igualdad de las mujeres. Adoptando 
las ideas del Relativismo Lingüístico y tomando el Análisis Crítico del Discurso 
(Fairclough, 1989, 1995) como marco teórico, este trabajo tratará de mostrar las maneras 
en las que dos periódicos británicos de ideologías opuestas, The Guardian y The Daily 
Mail, retratan la violencia sexual ejercida por hombres blancos de indiscutible poder 
como Donald Trump y Harvey Weinstein. Se llevará a cabo un análisis cualitativo 
centrado especialmente en los aspectos evaluativos (Hunston y Thompson, 2011), entre 
otros. Al comparar los distintos enfoques que se dan a los mismos hechos, se mostrará 
cómo el relato resultante retrata a los agresores, a las denunciantes y a los hechos en sí de 
diferente manera, contribuyendo así al refuerzo ideológico del lector meta.  
1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1 LANGUAGE AND WORLDVIEW 
One of my early concerns when starting this degree, and more specifically my studies on 
the field of linguistics, was that of how language can shape the way we see the world or, 
even, become a real tool with which to change it. 
It has been thoroughly argued how language depends largely on human realities, 
these latter ones determining the evolution of a certain language. It can be easily proven 
in the case of vocabulary; certain words appear when language, through its concrete 
mechanisms, reflects an existing idea/event/thing. The interesting thing for me has always 
been the way in which language can, in turn, shape reality as well. 
For instance, Goddard and Patterson (2000) suggest the “Sapir-Whorf 
Hypothesis” as one of the starting points to approach language and gender studies, 
establishing a relationship that will be at the core of this dissertation. The Sapir-Whorf 
Hypothesis or Linguistic Relativity refers to the idea of how language shapes human 
cognition and perception of the world when human beings interact with it: 
We cut nature up, organize it into concepts, and ascribe significances as we do, largely because we 
are parties to an agreement to organize it in this way—an agreement that holds throughout our 
speech community and is codified in the patterns of our language. (Whorf, 1956: 213) 
Thus, this set of studies explored how language could determine human’s perception of 
the world and, if so, to what extent it could do so. Whereas its deterministic approach 
remains quite obsolete by now, the relativistic one, which recognises some degree of 
language influence on perception might be a useful starting point for this dissertation.  
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Regarding the aforementioned case of vocabulary, Linguistic Relativity would 
acknowledge, for instance, how certain words (understood as linguistic signs whose 
referees exist outside, in the real world) became part of a certain language in the first 
place, due to the need to label or point them out (that is, to refer to them). But most 
importantly, it highlights how, in turn, they make humans more likely to identify and label 
such real-world-referees just because a word for them (that is, a linguistic sign) has been 
created in the first place. 
This whole set of perspectives on the power of language to influence thought and 
the way we perceive reality indeed seems necessary to bear in mind when it comes to 
change the world: if certain linguistic choices contribute to establish and reinforce 
concrete realities, dismantling them must be necessary, then, when these realities are 
harmful or unfair. In other words, any sort of inequality occurring between human beings 
might have its footprint in language with which to be reinforced and, thus, perpetuated. 
 
1.2 FEMINISM, SOCIAL CHANGE and the POSTMODERN: WHAT GETS TO BE 
TOLD 
Acknowledging the role language plays in this perpetuation of inequalities will be the 
starting point of this dissertation, which will try to de-naturalize potentially harmful 
discourses, deeply enrooted in our world. Certainly, in the case of the Feminist movement, 
characterised for “the belief in the social, economic, and political equality” between 
genders (Burkett and Brunell, 2018), several linguistic studies have pointed out the need 
to dismantle the ways in which patriarchy is backed up by language and linguistic acts. 
Not only Goddard and Patterson (2000) made of Linguistic of Relativism one of their 
starting points, but others such as Mary Talbot (2010), Dale Spender (1980) or Deborah 
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Cameron (1992) introduce that theory as well, serving the purpose of their feminist 
studies: 
Language is not neutral. It is not merely a vehicle which carries ideas. It is itself a shaper of ideas, 
it is the programme for mental activity. (Whorf, 1976. quoted by Dale Spender, 1980: 139) 
Spender, while discussing this issue in the chapter “Perpetuation of Patriarchy” from her 
book Man Made Language, and regarding the urge to find out how patriarchy functions, 
pointed out the importance to: 
find out how men do dominance, how they do oppression finding out how the rules for making 
sense of the world are encoded and used; it means finding out how our social reality is constructed 
so that men achieve dominance in our daily lives; and that means finding out about language for it 
is a major and crucial part of the process. (Liz Stanley quoted by Dale Spender, 1980: 3) 
Therefore, she called attention to the ways in which language could contribute to 
perpetuate these patriarchal structures of power. In the previous section, I have already 
discussed how Linguistic Relativity emphasizes the role of language when it comes to 
conceptualise, perceive and create the world as we see it. Spender states that it has been 
men who have had control over this: 
it has been the dominant group – in this case, males – who have created the world, invented the 
categories, constructed sexism and its justification and developed a language trap which is in their 
interest. (Spender, 1980: 142). 
Indeed, Spender acknowledges the difficulty to step out of that place where that biased 
language influences our thoughts, as if once reality is set up as we know it, we are used 
to talk about it in that specific way. It becomes really hard to dismantle such mechanisms; 
they seem almost unavoidable: 
having created these categories in our language and thought patterns, we have now been trapped 
for we are most reluctant to organize the world any other – less arbitrary or imperfect – way. 
Indeed, it could be even argued that the trap which we have made is so pervasive that we cannot 
envisage a world constructed on any other lines. (Spender, 1980: 142) 
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Also, after De Beauvoir’s publication of The Second Sex (1949), the “otherness” to which 
women and everything related to them are associated has been pointed out. Spender 
(1980) mentioned the concept “semantic derogation of women” to elaborate on that idea 
of how gendered languages manage to attribute pejorative meanings to feminine words, 
whereas masculine ones remain neutral or positive; male being the norm and feminine 
being “the other”, in need for a masculine counterpart to have an existence of their own. 
In this sense, following the postmodern questioning of grand narratives (Lyotard, 
1979), which can be untrustworthy, and acknowledging the power of language, or rather, 
discourse, I infer that feminist fight for equality has to include a revision of those 
potentially harmful discourses. 
Of all the shapes that violence against women can take, a very specific one is that 
of rape and sexual harassment/abuse of women on behalf of men. The Feminist 
movement, especially since the 2nd wave took place, has addressed domestic violence 
issues and sexual violence. Even if many steps have been taken towards a more egalitarian 
society, this kind of violence can be found everywhere. 
Current 4th wave feminism, characterised by the widespread use of technologies 
and social media, still places the focus on sexual violence and, furthermore, women’s 
voices. Their voices, which have been –and are still up to date– silenced or unheard, leads 
me to speak about intersectionality. Many feminists such as Angela Davis (1981) have 
argued about the need to consider how issues such as class or race interfere in women’s 
discriminatory situations, worsening their experiences if more than one discriminatory 
condition takes place at the same time. In other words, power relations are due to more 
than one single factor such as being male or female but include race and class as well. 
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As far as postmodern approaches try to seek for marginal stories and to give voice 
to what has been previously silenced, that is, to look for “the other”, this dissertation will 
be concerned with media treatment of cases of sexual violence on behalf of unarguably 
powerful white men such as Donald Trump and Harvey Weinstein.  Both of them have 
been accused of various types of “sexual misconducts” by several women. They are male, 
white, and their socio-economic status is indeed a very powerful one. These features 
should not be overlooked when examining the discourse built up around their crimes. 
Trump’s case came to light just before the US presidential campaign of October 
2016, whereas Weinstein’s did so in 2017. Several Hollywood actresses accused 
Weinstein of various types of sexual violence they had suffered. Coinciding with the 
aforementioned role of social media within this 4th wave feminism, the #metoo movement 
took place, firstly allowing women from the cinema industry, and therefore in the world 
where Weinstein was most powerful at, to tell their truths and, ultimately, women all over 
the world to share their sexual violence stories. The response this movement received was 
sometimes sceptical, questioning the veracity of their accusations. 
 
1.3 POWER RELATIONS AND THE MEDIA: 4TH POWER 
Critical Discourse Analysis (Fairclough, 1995) provides a convenient theoretical 
framework with which to approach this analysis, which aims to hold power relations at 
its core, since his studies are deeply concerned with language, discourse and power. 
Fairclough speaks in the following terms to explain his goals and early motivations when 
conducting his studies: he aimed to develop “an analytical framework -a theory and 
method- for studying language in its relation to power and ideology” to serve the purpose 
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of helping “people struggling against domination and oppression in its linguistic forms”. 
(Fairclough, 1995: 1) 
For Fairclough, whose works verse very much on the importance of power (1995, 
1989), power is said to be  
conceptualized both in terms of asymmetries between participants of discourse events, and in 
terms of unequal capacity to control how texts are produced, distributed and consumed (and hence 
the shapes of texts) in particular sociocultural contexts.” (Fairclough, 1995: 1) 
I will therefore consider media as one of these texts whose distribution and consumption 
enable patriarchy, among others, to prevail and penetrate our lives. Therefore out of every 
sort of linguistic act that there is, the ones I aim to explore, in combination, are those of 
sexual violence towards women and media treatment of the subject when the aggressors 




2.1 DESCRIPTION OF CORPUS AND JUSTIFICATION 
This dissertation will examine the treatment of Weinstein’s and Trump’s cases by two 
different British journals: The Guardian and The Daily Mail, henceforth TG and TDM, 
respectively. The choice of journals is given by their different, opposite positions in the 
left-right spectrum. Whereas TG is generally considered to be left-wing, TDM is 
considered right-wing (see chart below)1. My concern will be that of proving how this 
ideological component might have its footprints on their approach and the resulting 
article. Such a contrast will fit, then, desirable comparability parameters.  
 
 
1 YouGov website: https://yougov.co.uk/topics/politics/articles-reports/2017/03/07/how-
left-or-right-wing-are-uks-newspapers [Accessed on June 20, 2020] 
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Thus, four articles will be examined; two of them dealing with Donald Trump’s case (one 
by TG and one by TDM) and two more dealing with Harvey Weinstein’s, attending to the 
same criteria.  
As regards time of publication, the articles on Trump’s case were published at the 
start of the US electoral campaign of 2016, when his case came to light. The one by TDM 
was published on October 15th 2016, and the one in TG was published on the 27th of the 
same month. The comparability is given here by the generic conventions they follow: 
both articles present the events using the timeline format. 
In turn, to illustrate how Weinstein’s case is being dealt with at the moment (three 
years after the #metoo movement and once he has been declared guilty) I aim to explore 
two articles by the very same journals published within just 24 hours. As regards generic 
conventions, they practically belong to the same genre: TG’s article on Weinstein’s case 
is labelled by the journal itself under the label “editorial”, of no individual authorship, 
presumably reflecting the unanimous opinion towards the case on behalf of the journal. 
TDM provides an overview of the case on the occasion of the trial. Comparability is given 
indeed both by the immediacy of their publication and the aim to provide an account once 
he has been proven guilty in court. Their potentially different approaches will be 
examined in the analysis.  
The fact that these last two articles had been published in 2020, three years after 
Weinstein’s case (four after Trump’s) came out, seems a good reason to compare them 
too, in order to see if proven charges against the male aggressor somehow entail a 
different treatment in the news but also to see if there have been any changes in the 
approach of any of the journals, introducing some sort of a diachronic element in this 
dissertation as well.  
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2.2 RESEARCH QUESTIONS: WHAT TO LOOK FOR 
I have already argued about the ways in which language and discourse find ways to create 
meaning, and how certain choices may reinforce certain ideologies and structures of 
power. In the case of these powerful men, does the report of their violent attitudes 
denounce or conceal it? How do they get to be represented? How is the abuse/assault 
event represented? And what about the women victims? Are they given enough credit? 
The concept of Evaluation will be one of the central elements of this qualitative 
analysis, since it provides the tools and the theoretical framework with which to go down 
to examine the ideology that might be underlying these articles. Hunston & Thompson 
(2001) thoroughly explore this idea of Evaluation. They elaborate on this concept to show 
how meaning is constructed through various not-so-evident mechanisms, pointing 
towards the importance of the writer’s stance, whose opinion is “an important feature of 
language” which has to “be accounted for in a full description of the meanings of texts”. 
(p.2)  
I have selected articles by newspapers holding sharply different ideological 
positions. Attending to Hunston & Thompson’s work, the potentially different approaches 
we have mentioned should be detectable through an examination of their evaluative 
aspects since “every act of evaluation expresses a communal value-system, and every act 
of evaluation goes towards building up that value system”. (p.6)  
This is indeed aligned with the ideas presented in the introduction, from the very 
first ideas of language shaping our worldview to those presented by Fairclough, insisting 
upon the relationship of language and power structures. Through the comparison of the 
texts, I will try to reveal if the language used by these journals correlates to their alleged 
ideology and to what extent it does so: “identifying what the writer thinks reveals the 
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ideology of the society that has produced the text”. (p.6) They also acknowledge how that 
ideological bias is never expressed “overtly”, so it is by a thorough analysis of the articles 
that the reader will get to discover it. (p.8) 
Right before jumping into the analysis, I should note the combining nature of the 
idea of Evaluation. Along different lines from the “separating” approach taken by 
Halliday (1994), Hunston & Thompson (2001) take a “combining approach”, Evaluation 
being a “broad cover term for the expression of the speaker or writer’s attitude or stance 
towards, viewpoint on, or feelings about the entities or propositions that he or she is 
talking about”. (p. 5)  
Aligned with this wide view, apart from looking at the lexico-grammatical 
choices, this analysis will also incorporate a multimodal approach, to see whether the 
writer’s stance towards the news is reinforced through the choice of images. The articles 
indeed include certain images which, according to Paltridge (2012: 171), contribute to the 
visual realization of the meanings conveyed by the text.  
 
2.3 CORPUS ANALYSIS 
The four articles this dissertation will examine are available for the reader right after the 
works cited section in the form of appendices. They feature their own page numbering. 
These are the page numbers I will constantly refer to. 
 I find it logical to go through the articles on Trump first, since they were published 
in 2016. Therefore, once I have been able to point out the most significant bias instances, 
I will trace them up to present day thanks to the analysis of the ones on Weinstein. 
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The appendices on Trump are labelled as A1 (TG) and A2 (TDM) and the ones on 
Weinstein labelled as A3 (TG) and A4 (TDM). The links to the original articles are 
available for the reader in section 4.1 as well. 
 
2.3.1 DONALD TRUMP (A1 & A2) 
The first thing readers come across with is, indeed, the link to the online journal. That 
preliminary piece of information appears right after introducing the searching parameters. 
For TG (A1, p.1), the link to the article coincides with the actual headline the reader gets 
to see once entering the webpage: “A timeline of Donald Trump’s alleged sexual 
misconduct: who, when and what”. 
 
 However, that seems not to be the case for TDM, whose link to the article (A2, p.1) reads: 
“Trump campaign releases 2016 email from sex assault accuser Summer Zervos” whereas 




Headlines summarize an article’s content and aim to call the reader’s attention. 
Also, one could argue that readers might scroll down these newspaper’s sites without 
actually proceeding to read the whole article. This is why analysing headlines seems 
highly important, since it might be the only piece of information on the news that some 
readers actually get. 
TG’s article consists of a timeline of Trump’s alleged sexual assaults, the title 
merely reflecting this format. In the case of TDM, we obtain Trump’s claims through the 
personified form “Trump campaign”. A priori, it seems as if TG was taking or conveying 
quite a more neutral position, just presenting “a timeline” (noun to which the rest of the 
information is added) and TDM journalist, in the preliminary title,  was writing from 
Trump’s perspective or giving voice to his figure, providing the reader with Trump’s 
defence. 
12
Also, one could worry about the potential implications of the use of the expression 
“sex assault”. In a way, to use “sexual assault”, or “sexual misconduct” as in TG’s 
headline, would convey this idea that the powerful man in question is committing an 
assault, concretely of a sexual nature. It could be argued how the use of the particle “sex” 
on its own could mislead the reader. “Sex” is indeed pre-modifying “assault”, the same 
way in which “sexual” does, but it might evoke the idea of mere “sex”, a sexual encounter 
of a consensual nature, since it is a way broader term which does not necessarily carry 
negative connotations. 
TDM’s heading, when already in the webpage, includes information about one of 
his accusers and somehow conveys an apparent contradiction with what this woman 
alleged and a new piece of information they provide towards the end of the statement. 
What the reader gets is the image of the women, “tearfully” accusing Trump, already 
given information (Halliday, 1967), plus the new information which says that “THIS 
YEAR” (use of capital letters, potentially for emphasis) she was asking to “reconnect” 
and how she used to speak about him in “glowing” terms.  
What seems interesting about this is not only the woman’s apparently 
contradictory behaviour that can be inferred from the way the events are arranged. It is 
interesting how the writer embraces the statement of a man (elaborated information 
below) who contradicts the victim, without using inverted commas for the whole 
expression and just for “glowing”. According to Fairclough (1995: 55-56), the way 
speech is reported can convey a writer’s degree of demarcation from a certain voice. Here, 
the writer is rather adopting that man’s voice since only one word appears between 
inverted commas instead of, for instance, his complete statement. 
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Continuing with the leads, TG’s is a short one when compared with the several 
statements included in TDM’s. TG states that Trump has “denied” the accusations and 
includes “But a number of women have come forward to contradict that”. It is interesting 
to see how the pieces of information are placed. Trump’s denial comes in the first place, 
as given information, whereas the new piece including women’s voice comes after the 
adversative preposition “but”. It seems here as if the journal’s position was that of the 
women, who, after his denial, “come forward to contradict that”. 
In the case of TDM, as pointed out when commenting the headline, although the 
women victim, Summer Zervos, is the subject of the first statement, the following points 
reflect her cousin’s information without any inverted commas, again, as if the journal was 
adopting his voice. This seems not to be the case for Zervos, for whose words the 
journalist does use inverted commas for longer statements, such as “I have been 
incredibly hurt by our previous interaction”.  
However, both articles finish their leads with the fact that women are accusing 
Trump of sexual harassment, “a number” of them according to TG and “nine” according 
to TDM. Does TG’s expression suggest that “enough” women have come forward? Does 
TDM’s “nine” imply an anecdotical approach to the cases? To prove such claims needs 
indeed further examination. 
Before proceeding to provide the timeline, TDM provides more information on 
Zervos and Barry’s statements. However, for now, we will focus on the parts which better 
suit comparability parameters; that is, the timelines. 
The timelines are arranged differently. TG does not provide pictures whereas 
TDM provides pictures of the women victims. TG structures each case firstly collecting 
women’s accusations and lastly adding any information Trump has provided on the 
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matter. TDM does not follow this internal structure. Also, TG organises the accusations 
around decades, and inside these, the different cases are reported. TDM provides the cases 
straight away, indicating the year and the women accuser. Does this arrangement indicate 
something about their approach? One could argue that TG’s macro-textual arrangement 
based on decades evokes a long history of sexual harassment which can be traceable 
decades ago. 
It should be noted that some of the cases reported by TG do not appear in TDM 
and vice versa. The choice of cases might attend to different criteria. Whereas TG 
publishes cases by “Unnamed” women (A1, p. 2,5,7,10), TDM only does so on page 12. 
In turn, some reported cases by TDM include famous tv stars such as Khloe Kardashian 
and Lindsay Lohan which are not among the cases presented by TG. Also, TDM tends to 
first provide the women’s profession in the headlines, whereas TG does not, as in the case 
of Temple Taggart, simply named as such by TG (A1, p.4) but “Miss USA contestant 
Temple Taggart” for TDM (A2, p.8).  
Following the interpretation of the choices made for the headlines, one could 
argue that TG aims for the representation of women accusers without taking into 
consideration whether they are famous but rather if their testimony is proven valid, 
whereas TDM includes famous women, perhaps aiming to attract readers but fails to give 
voice to anonymous women who still denounce sexual harassment too. This idea should 
be confirmed later on, considering the articles on Weinstein’s case. 
 The account of the cases shared by both articles can be compared especially when 
the accusing women appears on both. A very clear example of a different phrasing for the 
same set of events can be seen in Ivana Trump’s allegations. For TG (A1, p. 2), as a 
condition of her “divorce settlement”, she “is not allowed to comment publicly on her 
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marriage without Trump’s permission”. For TDM (A2, p.7), the same events are 
expressed as “documents filed as part of the couple’s divorce”. First of all, TG’s article 
portrays Donald and Ivana separately, stating how she is under a prohibition to speak 
about it since it is him who should give her permission. This phrasing indeed emphasizes 
Trump’s power (the genitive in “Trump’s permission” places him over Ivana’s will) and 
shows how it should be impossible for her to speak about such harassment. When TDM 
merely states that the documents are “filed” it does not make explicit the power relation 
established between the two of them. To say that the documents are “filed” is a rather 
neutral representation of the facts, reinforced through the expression “couple’s divorce”, 
perhaps evoking the image of an agreed, rather peaceful solution.  
The choice of lexical words is worth examining as well. In the case of Kristin 
Anderson, TDM writes she is wearing a “miniskirt” (A2, p. 7) whereas TG simply 
mentions a “skirt” (A1, p.3). Attending to the evaluative aspects, the choice of miniskirt 
attends to the length of the piece of clothing (skirt + short length), whereas skirt is, simply, 
the broad term for it. Was it necessary for the readership to know how short the skirt was? 
What implications does it have to note the length of the skirt? It should certainly not 
change the testimony in any way, but TDM somehow sees it necessary to note it. 
Similarly, whereas TG collects her words and leaves the expression “underwear” as she 
said it, TDM uses the expression “panties”, perhaps more informal. 
The language used to speak about the men in question will be thoroughly analysed 
in the case of Weinstein, but here we can still note some instances of the different use of 
words depending on their connotations. Perhaps both articles portray Trump as a powerful 
man, but the connotations they attach to the words can portray his power in a good or a 
bad light. 
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Continuing with Jill Harth’s case, TDM (A2, p.7) writes the events took place at 
a “mansion” whereas TG talks about his “property” (A1, p.3). As Hunston & Thompson 
(2001) unpack words in order to see the evaluative nature of the word choice, what we 
would get here is that “mansion” equals “property/house” + “luxury”.  
Similarly, the umbrella term to cover this case is “the incident” for TDM, whereas 
TG mentions the “harassment” allegation to refer to the whole event. Incident has not 
only a different meaning from harassment, indeed, but connotations might differ too. The 
first might evoke anecdotical occurrence (even if with bad connotations) and the second 
explicitly refers to the sexual violence act, which can be understood as a repeated 
annoyance as well (Oxford Dictionary Online). 
Similar remarks can be made with Cathy Heller’s case. TDM writes that “she held 
back but he persevered” (A2, p.9) whereas TG says he proceeded “fighting her when she 
pulled away” (A1, p.4). The portrayal of the scene might be more violent in the case of 
TG since he is said to “fight her”. He is portrayed as the agent, a fighting one, whereas 
she is the object of this action. Furthermore, the choice of “pulled away” emphasizes her 
resistance. Similarly, TDM’s choice “held back” conveys this idea, but he is said to have 
“persevered”. The connotations of this latter one might rather suit the idea of conquest 
rather than emphasize the violent act, as “fighting” does; attending to the evaluative 
nature of the choice, such an analysis makes sense, since “fight” could be understood as: 
“confrontation” + “physical” + “negative”. “Persevere” indeed conveys this idea of 
repeated intention, (the continuous form of “fight” conveys it too) but does not necessarily 
carry any negative connotation.  
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Lastly with Heller’s case, we have one more instance of TDM use of Trump’s 
words, at the end of this report: “Trump denied the accusation, claiming... fees 
reimbursed”, with no direct speech.  
Bridget Sullivan’s case shows some differences too. For the same set of events, 
TG’s article phrases the women victim account as the journalist’s words: “Sullivan said, 
Trump, then owner of the contest, came backstage while contestants were changing”. (A1, 
p. 6) TDM does so as well, but the way the information is arranged is different: “Sullivan 
told... [Trump] walked through the backstage area to wish contestants good luck, despite 
the fact many of them were naked at the time.” (A2, p.9) The way TDM rephrases her 
accusation portrays the event as if he had the primary goal to wish them good luck, despite 
the incidental fact of finding them naked as a result of him sneaking in: “despite the 
fact...” functioning as an adverbial of concession.  
When reporting about the leaked footage in which Trump’s comments on his 
behaviour towards women, TG (A1, p. 7) makes it clear that a woman (Arianne Zucker) 
was nearby at the moment Trump delivered such words. He starts talking about “kissing 
her” and later on elaborates on how he starts “kissing them” (women in general). TDM 
(A2, p.11) just mentions the leaked footage with his opinions in it, without mentioning 
how such claims came after plotting how he might “kiss her”. To include the particular 
context seems very important here, since it might erase any doubt on the non-consensual 
nature of this behaviour. TG clearly points out how “she cannot hear them” while Trump 
is already saying “in case I start kissing her”. This way, he is portrayed as the active agent 
whose intentions might be set up even before he interacts with the woman in question.  
In addition, TDM uses the expression “extra power” to talk about Trump’s effect 
on women. We have argued how he is a powerful man indeed. As occurred with the 
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couple property/mansion, to use the expression “extra” suggests some positive 
connotations, extra being associated with a desirable quality. Some other choices could 
have been made, perhaps pointing towards the pressure or threat he puts women under. 
2.3.2 HARVEY WEINSTEIN 
The comparability of the articles selected for this case, as commented above, is given by 
the fact that they were released in less than 24 hours, TG corresponding to an editorial on 
the journal’s view on Weinstein’s case, and TDM, of very similar characteristics, being 
Daily Mail journalists’ accounts of the same matter.  
I have commented on how they were published around four years after the ones 
on Trump. Therefore, apart from comparing them two, crossed allusions to Trump’s 
analysis will be made in order to draw conclusions on the discourse of TG and TDM, 
serving both to see if the discourse of any of them has changed but also to, hopefully, 
confirm the ideas obtained through this first analysis I have just made.  
Given the importance of headlines, as with the previous analysis, I will now 
examine them. TG’s is a short one (A3, p. 1): 
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It presents the relationship between the format and the content of the article: “The 
Guardian view on Harvey Weinstein: a rapist behind bars” with a very clear message 
established through the use of the colon“:”, he is “a rapist” whose acts have taken him to 
jail,  “behind bars”. The metaphor they create is related to his imprisonment, establishing 
the relationship between being a rapist and going to jail in less than four words.  
TDM’s headline (A4, p. 1), in turn, includes several elements instead of providing 
a lead: 
 
The first words are “Beauties and the Beast”, whose intertextuality alludes to the 
widely-known fairy tale. Such a metaphor differs from the first one. Even if “beast” stands 
for Weinstein’s figure, truth is it evokes a tale widely romanticised in which a beast keeps 
a woman prisoner with a happy ending. Furthermore, to assume that “beauties” can stand 
for the women he raped could mean that they had to be “beautiful”, somehow. What does 
that add to TDM discourse? 
Keeping reading, we find “A-list actress”, who are said to be by Weinstein’s side 
almost at any time. After these two representations of women, we come across the “young 
women” he catapulted to “stardom”. These are allusions of the glamourous atmosphere 
where he was powerful at. I will keep commenting on the way his power is portrayed, 
relating it to Trump’s later on.  
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What is also very interesting is how the headline says he favoured the careers of 
these actresses “while” creating his culture of domination. That connector does not 
necessarily lead the reader to correlate both statements. There is no explicit causality in 
that connector as it would have occurred with “by”, which would have indeed made clear 
how he used his power to abuse these women. Furthermore, the word “rape” or “rapist” 
do not appear here: instead, we have “fear, silence and predatory behaviour”. It is not 
until the reader gets to the body of the article that we read how his predatory behaviour 
was of a sexual nature (“predatory sexual harassment”). I will also comment on that kind 
of lexis later on. 
TG’s lead seems to have a very different approach. It states that the “movie 
mogul” (Weinstein) thought himself “beyond the law”, literally, “for too long”. The first 
evaluative term we find here is “too long”, acknowledging his abuses had been 
unpunished for a long time and certainly more than it should have been (“too” long). 
Indeed, many evaluative terms are expected in this kind of articles.  
After this, “his accusers”, the women victims, are related to the wider “#metoo 
movement”, drawing a straightforward relationship between his case and patriarchy’s 
systematic sexual violence towards women. If we found that TG gave voice to cases of 
unnamed women harassed by Trump, here we see how the journal’s view on the issue 
keeps on this line, dealing with Weinstein’s case as part of something bigger and giving 
voice to women, as we will keep commenting in the following paragraphs. Lastly, 
regarding TG’s lead, the “justice” got by their victims is illustrative of the lexicon used 
to talk about his case.  
The way the analysis was structured for Trump’s case seemed quite 
straightforward since both articles shared the timeline-arranging of the events. However, 
21
with Weinstein’s, the reader gets the journals’ accounts as a regular article. That is why 
now, after proving how both headlines and leads still point towards the same bias, 
respectively, I will move on to focus on certain aspects appearing throughout the text, 
such as the different representations of power -already found in Trump’s articles- as well 
as the representation of the women victims and accusers.  
TG’s lexicon differs with that of TDM from the very first page. The semantic 
fields used by TG, which are quite evident to the reader, are these of justice and women, 
whereas the ones by TDM include several allusions to animal instincts to refer to the 
rapist and confusion or discredit towards the women. It seems necessary to prove, then, 
how TG associates this male violence to a crime, the judicial world and a consequent 
punishment, sexual harassment or abuse being a form of violence, exercised from a place 
of power and not a sex encounter of any type. TDM, however, to talk about the same 
events, will make several allusions to his instincts through different expressions, 
potentially idealising the glamour and the power he once had, also creating an aura of 
discredit towards the women victims and accusers, through the use of contradictory terms. 
TG’s article acknowledges “Weinstein was not the first powerful man to be 
accused of assaulting and raping women”, to state how significant it is “in the march for 
justice”. His power and his crimes are treated as already given information, whereas the 
new information, “the welcome step forward” comes next, to show a correlation between 
putting a rapist into prison and a more egalitarian society. The concept of justice as well 
as the treatment they give to Trump’s, that is, an aggressor, are reflected through the 
choice of several expressions such as “accused of”, “conviction” “court”, “march for 
justice”, “guilty”, “crimes”, “veredict” (A3, p. 1).  
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TDM’s account does not feature the judicial proceedings until page 18 of A4. 
Before, checking the first page, as in TG’s, it is evident how it focuses on Hollywood’s 
events, mentioning the names of several actresses, films, the Oscar’s ceremony. What the 
reader gets first is the story of his former life. We have seen how that culture of “fear” is 
said to be created while all that glamourous life had place. Of course, his cinematography 
and his career in the industry was already given information at the time, but so was that 
he had already been declared guilty in court, the choice being in hands of the journal.  
Apart from rephrasing the contents advanced in the headline, the use of “story” to 
refer to his history of violence towards women is a rather aseptic term which indeed would 
not show enough repulsion on behalf of the journal. The fairy-tale intertextuality, the 
“story” and the “culture of fear” he was creating an attempt to individualize the case, as 
if it was something endemic in the industry (it has been alleged how that still holds true 
indeed). To depict the ways in which he exercised his power as if he was creating a 
particular culture just inside the Hollywood industry would not highlight how this 
behaviour fits into a bigger phenomenon: powerful men who abuse of their power as a 
result of the patriarchal world we live in.  
TG, as we have seen, makes explicit the link between this case and the wider 
#metoo movement, through continuous allusions to women. TG does not give voice to 
Harvey Weinstein at any point throughout the article, and gives voice, in turn, to one of 
the female accusers, for instance, (Ashley Judd’s testimony, A3, p. 1). It also mentions 
the #metoo movement immediately before (A3, p.1, both in the lead and 1st paragraph), 
whereas TDM does not mention it at all until page 21 of A4.  
Aligned with those first insights into the case offered by TDM, the reader goes 
through several pictures of famous actresses smiling by his side (A4, pp. 2-17) and even 
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pictures with presidents Clinton and Obama (pages 25,26). If the reader got the famous 
names and professions of the women accusers in Trump’s article, now he or she is getting 
these famous acquaintances as well. 
Pages 18 and 19 of A4 offer several instances of bias. I already pointed out how 
the article relies on expressions related to madness when writing about the case. “Part 
circus, part freak show” is an expression used in both pages. This will be relevant later 
on. 
As we can see, TDM article starts providing the account of one of his sexual 
misconduct instances, focusing on Jessica Mann’s testimony. She is said to find 
“Weinstein lying naked on the bed, wanting to do ‘something sexual’” (A4, p.18). She is 
the active agent that finds him, passively “lying naked on the bed”. It could be dangerous 
to portray this situation as one in which she actively appears on such a scene. While it can 
be absolutely true that she approached the room, to say that he is simply “lying naked” 
does not acknowledge that the mere surprise to find such a powerful man naked can be a 
highly intimidatory behaviour for the woman.  
Furthermore, the article wonders how cynical he must be to claim for “sexual 
gratification” (the context provided right before explains this happened after his mother’s 
death). The article’s stance is that of surprise, the shocking feature being his intentions 
considering that previous death and not his intimidatory behaviour itself. Furthermore, 
his intentions, according to TDM, correspond to “sexual gratification”. Is a sexual act 
something that women grant to men? 
Continuing with page 19 (A4), the reader comes across more expressions that 
label that behaviour as “rapacious sexual appetites” or “depraved sexual habits”. The 
connotations related to the concept of instinct that these expressions carry do not insert 
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his misconduct in the patriarchal structure of power, but rather depict him as a man unable 
to control himself, so “cynical” up to the point of asking for “sexual gratification” after 
such an event. The word “appetite” conveys the idea of a physical need and “rapacious” 
delves into this idea of being an animal.  
Not only his behaviour will be portrayed in such an irrational way, but also the 
women’s testimonies, again, not establishing a correlation between the case and the 
globalised problem that male violence is.  
Still at page 19, paying attention to the picture’s remarks, one can read 
“Weinstein’s catastrophic fall from grace” and “his shame”. If his attitude is justified as 
being rapacious and instinctive, he would have suffered such “catastrophic fall from 
grace” indeed, since he could not avoid it, as if he had been a victim of his “appetites”. A 
picture of him as a child follows in page 20 (A4). Is it relevant for the news on the trial? 
The information underlying reads: “His career and personal life are in ruins”. He is not 
the agent but the one who suddenly sees his life “in ruins”. This, together with the 
photograph as a child, the “appetites”, the “fall from grace” is creating a discourse in 
which he is drawn to commit such crimes because of his instincts, his life being ruined 
because of that.  
TG’s stance is different indeed. It does not only qualify his crimes as rape or 
assault but explicitly shows repulse towards the issue: “depressing chain of events” that 
“must be broken” (A3, p.2) This is a very effective metaphor indeed, especially 
considering how, attending to evaluative criteria, the journal states it is mandatory to 
break that pattern (obligation modality). Furthermore, it is not referring to this case alone, 
since it says the “verdict is not the end of the issue” and that “the conversation that began 
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in Hollywood must not end there”, alluding to the #metoo movement and all the women 
that have come forward or the ones who might have “no platform”.  
Weinstein’s power is said to be executed through “pressure” or “aggressive and 
victim-blaming defence tactics” (A3, p. 2), similar to what this journal did in Trump’s 
article (“threatening legal action” or “threatened to sue” in A1, p. 2). Also, TG 
acknowledges it is “increasingly clear how often powerful men” escape justice. 
Elaborating further on the portrayal of women, victims and accusers, TG 
consistently alludes to women victims everywhere, the terms to speak about them being 
affective as regards evaluative parameters: they deserve “sympathy and support”.  
The last aspect to tackle as part of this analysis is the different portrayal of the 
female accusers. Already when examining the articles about Trump, the reader could 
appreciate how the one by TG did not feature any picture of the accusing women, except 
for that of Ivana Trump. I also commented how they featured testimonies by unnamed 
women, perhaps pointing towards the aim to give voice to every woman who alleged an 
assault. Now we see these considerations confirmed once reading TG’s editorial on 
Weinstein.  
In the same way, given the way TDM portrays the history of Weinstein’s crimes 
and the aspects in which they put the focus on, the fact that the article does not feature 
anonymous testimonies, plus the fact that famous tv stars do appear, definitely fits TDM 
approach, dealing with the case as if it was rather unfortunate, associating it merely to the 
Hollywood industry. 
There are some more remarkable instances of their different approaches, indeed. 
TG celebrates that “the fact that the two women Weinstein was convicted of harming kept 
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up relationships with him after they were attacked did not disqualify them for sympathy 
or justice.” (A3, p. 2), which clearly contrasts with TDM’s headline of the article on 
Trump, for whom the piece of news was that the accuser, Summer Zervos, wrote to him 
“THIS YEAR” to reconnect (A2, p.1). 
Last but not least, paying attention one more time to the choice of images, TDM 
chooses to provide a drawing of Jessica Mann (A4, p.23). What reads underneath supports 
the ideas I have drawn out of this analysis. 
If TG writes “how difficult is to bring the rich and connected to court” and speaks 
through Judd’s voice: “it took 90 women coming forward for two guilty convictions”, 
thus acknowledging how hard it is for the victims to prove their testimonies, TDM sends 
a different message, 
stating how Mann was 
“both the strongest and 
weakest witness, both 
compelling and 
puzzling” (A4, p.23). 
Are they suggesting she 
is of a contradictory 
nature? Also, the bit 
that reads she “had an 
on-off five-year relationship with Weinstein” would be to delve into that idea that keeping 
such relationships could, potentially, disqualify them. TG, as we have seen, celebrates 
that was not the case. I have already commented in section 2.2 on the interest of the choice 
of images as a way to reinforce the meanings conveyed by a certain text . For TDM, she 
was a “highly emotional witness at times”, and the drawing they have chosen, featuring 
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these expressionist brushstrokes and her expression, again conveys certain irrationality 
which indeed goes against women’s favour. In this line as well, the article digs into her 
past, alleging she was “raised in an abusive home” (A4, p. 21). If Mann’s portrait is a 
biased choice of image, so are the ones chosen for TDM’s article on Trump, where Zervos 






I have aimed to prove the potential relationship between the underlying ideology of a 
certain journal and the resulting account of the events, particularly in the case of sexual 
violence towards women on behalf of powerful white men. 
Throughout the analysis, it has been evident how the rather progressive journal, 
TG, portrays these powerful men either as suspects or guilty men, giving enough credit 
to the female accusers, regardless of their popularity, alluding to the #metoo movement 
and the need to stop this kind of violence. TG indeed portrays the male aggressor as such 
and also as a clearly powerful man, without idealising his power but rather denouncing it 
or, at least, putting the focus on the unequal power relationship between aggressor and 
victim.  
In the case of TDM, the language used to portray the male aggressor either doesn’t 
emphasise enough their power when it comes to denounce women’s inferior position, or 
rather depicts their power as something desirable, allegations of their sexual assaults 
being treated as anecdotes or disgraceful events that happen to these powerful men, who 
now see their careers threatened because of their unavoidable animal instincts. Regarding 
victims, their reliability is not emphasized enough but rather discredited by the use of 
irrational imagery and sentimentalism, alleging contradictory behaviours.  
These linguistic choices made by each journal not only help construct different, 
opposite discourses but actually get to shape reality, as I argued in section 1. What the 
readership gets are two different accounts of the same events which contribute to the 
ideology-shaping process of their target readership. 
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Bearing all this in mind, to revise potentially harmful discourses seems mandatory 
in the fight for equality of any kind, since language is at the core of society, being a tool 
with which to shape the world. Women’s fight for equality is no exception to this. 
Feminists indeed have to revise and denounce any trace of biased discourses which 
undermine women and perpetuate power relations in which power is typically held by 
white men. To fight against sexist discourses means to fight for women’s equality and 
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APPENDIX A: “A timeline of Donald Trump’s alleged sexual misconduct: who, when 











APPENDIX B: “The Apprentice contestant who tearfully accused Trump of sexual 
assault emailed him THIS YEAR asking to “reconnect” and always spoke about him in 




















APPENDIX D: “Beauties and the Beast: How Harvey Weinstein – who was rarely seen 
without a A-list by his side – catapulted young women to stardom while breeding a 
culture of fear, silence and predatory behaviour” (Mail Online 24/02/2020) 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
  
 
